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Detailed Action 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment and accompanying Remarks filed 1 2-1 7-2002 have been 
entered and carefully considered. 

The amendment is insufficient to overcome the obviousness rejections of claims 
1-23, but is sufficient to overcome 1 12 2 nd paragraph rejections of claims 1-4,9-12. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-5,9-13,20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US 6,020,275 to Stevenson et al in view of US 5,707,903 to 
Schottenfeld. 

4. Claims 6-8,14,16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US 6,020,275 to Stevenson et al in view of US 5,707,903 to Schottenfeld as set 
forth above in view of US 4,434,251 to Sasajima et al. 

5. Claims 5,7,15 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US 6,020,275 to Stevenson et al in view of US 5,346,278 to Dehondt. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant argues that Stevenson and Schottenfeld fail to teach a polymer coating 
having a foam structure applied to a textile grating that provides an increased specific 
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volume and compressibility to the coating. Examiner holds the position that the foam 
coating disclosed by Stevenson and Schottenfeld, on analytical measurement, does 
indeed provided a quantitatively based specific volume and compressibility. Regarding 
claim 2, Applicant argues that Stevenson fails to disclose encapsulation of the yarn 
groups and that the teachings Schottenfield do not supplement Stevenson's disclosure. 
Examiner disagrees since Schnottenfield teaches coating a scrim with PVC foam, the 
fibers/yarns of the scrim are encapsulated by the coating. In addition, Applicant argues 
that Stevenson and Schottenfield are un-combinable since they are/|analogous art. 
Examiner wishes to point out that Schottenfield solves a problem common to geotextiles 
of all sorts: that of frictional engagment with a substrate. Schottenfield's teaching of 
PVC foam as a frictional engaging mechanism is particularly useful in a geotextiles 
since geotextiles desirably stay in place and stabilize surrounding soil, rocks or other 
substrates. One of ordinary skill would have recognized that the application problem 
Schottenfield is solving is directly concerned with Stevenson's geotextile. As such, the 
combination of Schottenfield and Stevenson is proper. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. In addition, the following references are cited for disclosing various aspects 
of Applicant's invention: 

US 5,736,466 
US 6,020,275 
US 6,228,786B1 
US 6,221, 796B1 
US 6,056,479 
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8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office Action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 
706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 



A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Alex Wachtel, whose number is (703)-306-0320. The 
Examiner can normally be reached Mondays-Fridays from 10:30am to 6:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful and the matter 
is urgent, the Examiner's supervisor, Mr. Glenn Caldarola can be reached at (703) 308- 
6824. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are (703) 872-9310 for regular communications and (703) 872-9311 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 
308-0661 . 



1.136(a). 




ELIZABETH M. COLE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



